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As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

FCC Chairman Powell:

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marion Schulman
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FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the -industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sart of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Toni Ehrlich
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As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts ta provide this sart of hackdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Carl B. Aldrich




Tue 23 Mar 2004 11:53:32 AM EST P. B
Mr./Mrs. Dave Peterson

1510 Walsh Drive West
Beaufort, SC 29907

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW MAR 2 4 2004 e
washington, DC 20554 Mer 2 2 2004
. Federal Communications Commission Federal ' :
FCC Chairman Powell: Office of the Secretary era gf‘:f”m““waﬁons Commission
ice of the Secretary

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
geven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Yvonne and David Peterson
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FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required tg have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance.

The parancia of Attorney Ceneral Ashcroft has led him to reguest all sorts of
extreme measures that really don”t make Americans any safer and, in Fact.
render them more vulnerable to the instrusion of government and others into
their private }ives.

Please oppose the approval of any such reguests, and please also inform me of
the action you have taken in this regard.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark I. Ratkus
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As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticen services be
required to have bhuilt-in wiretapping access.

What has this country come to when more and more we sound like the repressive
regimes we supposedly oppose. We do not need to sacrifice our Canstitutianal
rights and freedoms to be safe. We do need leaders who will pursue palicies
that do not incur the wrath of large portions of the warld’s pepulation. The
Dept. of so called Homeland Security has dene maore to ersde personal freedom in
the last three years than in any previous administration. It is time for you to
stand up for what is right for A1l the american Peonle. As our representatives
you have the raspansiblility to protect us from dangers from outside but also
from within. Since Sept. 11th there has been a consistent pattern in keeping
the Amercian Public under tight surveillance. This has yielded 1ittle in gains
for findine and eliminating the "dreaded Islamic menace” within our midst.
There is an agenda that goes bevond keeping us safe and is attempting to keep
us under control., Whose control I might ask. Our country is founded on the
democratic ideal, a naticn run by the peaple for the people. &ny politcian who
remains silent at this juncture in our history is a willing participant in
actions that will live in infamy for future generations.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct suryeillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually build jts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the sguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an snd-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information betwsen sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative process to alter that careful batance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal c¢ammunicatiaons, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EYEN rogue government agents  to access our persconal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again., T urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincarely,

Cary Kelly
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FCC Chairman Fowell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not bkelieve this reguirement is either wise nor necessary. Longstanding
laws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone
companies to allow the FEI to conduct surveillance. The FBI insists on going
far beyend these existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually
build its systems around government eavesdropping.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Having failed with TIPS, the sncopers are trying again. The FBI s
aggressive and expansive reading of the law would bypass the Jegislative
process to alter that careful balance.

By reguiring a master key to our personal communications. the government is
creating the very real potential for qovernment agents to hecome hackers and
thieves. They will try anything to gain access ta our personal communications.
Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our nhew Internet cammunication technologies should have huilt-in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Schumann
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FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have bhuilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Inteérnet Service Providers and Internet telephone companiss to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. Tha FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gqovernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement te lsok through.,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run areound
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information betwsen scurces like phone companies and data
sources like e—mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdasr ac¢cess have not heen successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have bhuilt—in
wiretapping. .

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

tucas G. Walker
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FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is geing far heyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arocund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between socurces 1ike phane ¢ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBIT:%s agqressive and expansive reading of the law
wouid bypass the lTegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our psrsanal communications, the
goevernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves gk or
even rogue government agents Y% to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of f¢kbackdoori¢h access have not heen successful
and only created & rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technclaogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Leary
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FCC Chairman Powell:

fAs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I de not believe this requirement is necessary. 1longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI te¢ conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far hevond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries fer how
the FBI ¢an <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key ta our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents  to access our personal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the danderous suggestion of the Department of
TJustice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Roselle Lewy
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FCC Cchairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that al] new Internef communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these ewjsting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes ke buiit with a peephole for law enforcement to fook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatians, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and ewpansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugsestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologiss should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Howard Stein
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FCC Chairman Michael Powell
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FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerped individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to losk through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatien between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sgurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven roqdue gdovernment agents to access our personal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerocus suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have bhuilt—in
wiretapping. '

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sheldon Ceresnie
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

45 a concernsd individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephcne companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be huilt with & peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can colliect informatiaon hetween sources 1ike phene companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process toc alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to ocur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor accsss have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once sgain, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technoclogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward_to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

Andrew Cunningham
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawel}
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividua], I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have buiit—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reqguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws &lready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephcle for Yaw enforcement to lsok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key ta our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Gr
evyen rogue govearnment agents to access ocur paersonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once'again, I urge vou to oppose the danderous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerety,

Lynn Walker
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a3 concerned individual, I am writing to express my spposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that a1l new Internet communication services be
required to have huilt—in wiretapping access. '

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FRI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look thiough.

WHAT TS HAPFENING IN THIS COUNTRY? DO WE MO LONGER HAYE -ANY EXPECTATION OF
PRIVACY?

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources like phone companies and dats
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government i1s c<reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVEN rogue goavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efferts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I leok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeanine Allen
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March 18, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chatrman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppssition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internset communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access. )

I do not helieve this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with & peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement .represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up hesundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sour<es 1ike e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications. the
gavernment is creating the very real potential fer hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our persenal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion. sf the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have built—in
wiretapping.

I JTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ade] Olversa
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Murray Goldman
18638 Heritage Hills Drive
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am wfiting to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be .
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveitlance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to faorce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the equivaient of the government requiring ail
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and datas
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring & master kKey to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communicatians. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoer access have net been successful and
only c¢reated a rich aoppartunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Teok farward to hearing your thoughts en this matter.

Sincerely,

Hurray Coldman
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March 18, 2004

FCC cChairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SwW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that a1l new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to ailow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. Ths FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the esquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephnle for taw enforcement to laok through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run argund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coilect information hetween sources Tike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of hackdoor access have not been successful and
aniy created z rich opportunity for hackars. :

Once again., I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department af
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built-in
wiretapping. :

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Andrew E. Mathis, Ph.D.
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isa Sutheran

1424 Andra Lane
San Marcos, Tx 78666

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am'writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access. '

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to aliow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the squivalent of the government requiring all
new hemes be built with a peephole for JTaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coliect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mait. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that <areful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cemmunications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward te hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Elisa S. Sutheran
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Meiissa Sweeney

3?71 Patrick St
Clarksyiile, TN 37040

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to cenduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdrepping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

T am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information betwsen socurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wiould bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perschal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to aoppose tha dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buili—in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Melissa A. Sweeney
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Ereanna Forni ’

1427 N. Garden
Bellingham, WA 98225

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW '
Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my spposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access. '

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tg conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Yook threough.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an snd-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
goverpment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, T urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technslogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Breanna Forni
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Richard Moore

620 W. 8th Sst.
Claremont, €A 91711

March 18, 2004

FCC Chalrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs g concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buiit—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bewvond these ewisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
even rogue gaovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to coppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Juystice that our new Internst communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard 0. Moore
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Noah Stacy

4518 Ashland Ave
Norwood, OH 45212

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cppoesition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephore <ompanies to ailow

~the FBI ta canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevend these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run aroung
Condress. iLawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
goverhment is creating the very rsal potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatisns. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping. :

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Noah Stacy
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. Pedro flores

11721 Parliament
San Antonio, Texas 78213

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatians Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

&5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access. :

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praoviders and Intsrnet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to leok through.

I am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources tike e-majil. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our psrsonal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications, Past
sffarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Orce again, I urge you ta oppose the dancerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that aur new Internst communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts en this mattsr.

Sincerely,

Pedro Flores




